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THE ANNOUNCES: Deputy Secretary of Defense, Boswell 
L. Gilpa trie, here are the issues; How can we be sure all the 
Soviet missiles are out of Cuba? 

Have we guaranteed the Conaaunists an invasioo-free 

i 

santuary in the Caribbean? 

T.nat does the Cuban crisis reveal about Russia's 
nilitary might? 

You have heard the issues. Now for the answers froa 
the Deput^.fe^e*aj^.»f s »*f*ns|,. Rc«pf«»l|.,L. Gilpatr^c who 
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is a ieabcr of the Presid3nt f s thrce-ma consist tee currently- 
negotiating the conclusion of tlie Cub^n crisis. To interview 
Secretary Gilpatric, here are A-3C Correspondent Eob Clarii 
and with the first question. AEC Correspondent John Scsli* 

HS # 5CALI: Llr. Secretary, welcc&e to ISSUES MID AU3X3S8. 

It seens to nio that our inspection of the Soviet 
sissiles at sec, as the micsilss leave Cuba, really constitutes 
nc- acre than a peek* How can we be sure that the Soviets 
haven't left any siissiles sehind? 

UR. GILPATEIC: Mr, Scnli* we never knew how cany 
aissiles were brought into Cuba. The Soviets said there* were • 
42. V/c have counted 42 going cut. We saw fewer than 42. 
Until we have so-callecTon-site inspection of tae island of 
Cuba we could never be sure that 42 was the Kaxisraat aaafser 
that the Soviets brought into Cuba, 

tin, SCALI: Weil, Sir. Secretary, were all these missiles 
Dediuii-range and intermediate-range or just one kind? 

!&• GILPAT3IC: The aissiles that we ,saw and the ©issiles 
which have been removed ere tlie sediuzi-rnagc • That- is about 
1,020 ailes range. We never raw any ZSBK's for which sites 
wore being prepared, but for which no missiles apparently 
were put into place. 

UH. CLASH: How about the Soviet jet bojafeers in Cuba* 
are we going to insist that they go too? 

CR. fiSLkpisci t:i &&&& &?* S? S?2-e^ iv ' 3 weapons . 
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They have &$ci$pgjpiwipi&iXit£eb Jsiaikax^to our own B-47's. 

They are no older. They can carry s±:« ox* seven thousanc 
pounds of high explosives a range of 700 or SCO miles 
which would reach portions of the United States and other 
Latin American countries, and we thin!: they clearly fall 
w ithin the weapons wo regard as offensive which was what 
we ain to remove from Cuba. 

ISSL. CLARK: Eow serious are wc about their reaoval at 
this stage? tfould we really fire up the Cuban crisis a^ain 
to be sure that these bombers are taken out of Cuba? 

J3R* GXLPATBIC: Our objective remains to remove that 
kind of a threat from Cuba. 

Ml. SCALI: Well, Er. Secretary, if there is no on-site 
inspection, plus a loobfor example into caves to see whether 
there are any hidden offensive weapons, will we stand by our 
pledge not to invade Cuba? 

V3L. GILPATIilC: Our pledge in the President's statement 
to Premier Khrushchev is twofold* It is that oxtcc 
the Soviet cocmitnents have been fulfilled or arrangements 
satisfactory to that end have been made, we will lift the 
blockade and we will offer assurances against the invasion 
of Cuba. 

Our obligations do not coxne into play, however, until 
the Soviets ha\'e fully carried out their comai^ents and as 
of the present time there has only been a partial 1 ul£ illnent . 
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They have simply removed trhat they say uerc the nsiss:li.e: ; *h:it. 
were brought in* Beyond that their performance b?:s noc voc 
gone, 

IS. SCALZ: Well, what can ;ve say zo the:-* whe<a the 
Soviet cose back to us and say r T/ell, ^e have tried to tnih 
Castro into giving up these bciabers and he won't"? 

ME. GZLPATHIG: V/e hold the Soviets responsible fo: 1 
the types of military equipment which it has furnished t*> 
Castro and as of the present tiae t?e regard th« removal of 
those bombers as uithin the capacity of the Soviets to b^i^o 
about. TJhat future developments may tell, I ass no*; in n # 
position to jud^c, - 

Ul, CLAEIC; l£r« Secretary, aerial reconncisance has ^ een 
our most valuable r/ay , first of detecting the presence o* 
the Soviet missile banes and then of assuring that the buses 
had been dismantled and that the missiles r/erc bcinjj move* 2 
out. ilow Ion:; dc we plan to keep up this aerial survey? 

12. GILPATF.IC: We regard aerial surveillance as a P art 
of our inherent self-defence, p aenns oi' protecting our country 
as we tfould through any form of intelligence collection c 
The extent to \7hich we will neod to rely on continued 
air surveillance over Cuba t?ill depend again on v/hat the 
'nature of the threat is that regains in Cuba after the 
Soviets have completed, if they do complete, the undertat— 3 S S 
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inspection even though we were totally' assured thpt the 
missiles will be removed? 

IS. GILPATRIC: As I say, the conduct of aerial 
surveillance is part of our overall intelligence collection 
system and we never are going to bargain away any part of 
our right of self-defense, which includes the conduct of 
aerial surveillance. I do not know as of today what 
the need would be in the future for a particular type or 
a particular frequency of aerial surveillance 
over Cuba or any other foreign country. 

I2l # SCALI: IS*. Secretary, nothing much has been sai6 
lately about those SrOOO or so Soviet military technicians 
that went to Cubs withTcany of these weapons. If I 
recall the Pentagon did say that it saw several hundred 
young Soviets aboard one of the freighters leaving Cuba, 
What has happened to them? Are they leaving? Have they 
left? 

121. GXLPATRIC: We have seen a number — several - 

boarding ships 9 or 
hundred in fact, IS:. Scali,/oa board ships and we believe 

that the technicians who are associated with the weapons that 

are being removed, the 2£3BtI f s are probably en route back 

to Eussia along with those weapons* How how cany "technicians" 

remain in Cuba in connection with the ZL-2S bombers or with 

the surrface-tc-air missiles or with the other equipment 
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xrhich has been furnished for the military in Cr.bc by the 
Soviets, it is irspossible for us to toll as of nor* 

iS. CLASH: Hot: about thos* 70 Soviet £!ic fighters that 
arc still in Cuba, are \?e worried about thosre? 

EJE # GILPATHIC: The illG fighters arc primarily inter- 
ceptors • That is they are used in c defensive role. They 
hav<s o range f of course, that could carry tbes; across 
the Florida straits ?ad o\'cr the Daipland of the United 
Stares, Indeed they could recch ether pares of the 
Caribbean area, but they are designed primarily as our fighters 
are ci! sinilar nature, ss air defense fighters so we have not 
classified tbes as weapons uhieh v?c regard as offensive * 

I&, S2ALI: They. could be used, couldn't they, though f 
to deliver nuclear boats if they were converted to longer- 
range, fuel tcmlcs and so on? 

L2l e GILPiiT22C: I haven't esasined the characteristics 
of the LIIG's. Only a for ->t theca* only a portion of the 
total nun&er of UIG ; s are the high-perforiBance. There are 
UIG-17's and 19 l e ss tseil as UIG-22's. It might be Sha* 
these £IXG ? s could be used for nuclear weapons delivery 
although that has not happened 'before to sy knowledge ♦ 

13?, SCALX: Well, Ur. Secretary, hor? about the anti- 
aircraft niesiles and the fissile sites, do we 
continue to classify then as defensive weapons and thereby 
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ESI. GIL?£?£IC: The characteristics of the cftirf cce~tQ~ 
air missiles r/hich have been installed in Cxibc by the Soviets 
is such that their cone of firs, their range* their 
general utilisation is such that \vc don't consider them 
a threat to the United States or to other Latin American 
countries. Obviously they facilitate the use of 
offensive weapons • so it tyeuld depend on what weapons 
Cuba t7as left with to hnoa how valuable those surface- 
to-air missiles are to the Cubans or hcrc xuueh danger they 
pose for us. 

I2t. SCALI: Sokc Republican critics claia that the 
President's agreecent with Mr. Khrushchev guarantees a 
sanctuary for cosssunisr*- in the Western Hemisphere uhich will 
not be invaded, tihat do you say to criticism of that kind? 

IIS, GHiP^TEIC: Veil, as X said earlier, our covenants, 

the United States government's pledges regarding invasion 

of Cuba do not cone into play until the cosraltzaents 

on the Soviet* s part have been fulfilled so as of sow 

we don't have any obligation that is extant because the 

* 
Soviet performance hac only been partial* 

Assuaing for the E0£3nt that the Soviet performance 

is complete, which Hay be a very large assumption and 

therefore that c-ur pledge about invasion does come into 

play 9 it may not fundamentally change the status quo 
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antfc because under the liio Pact and under our crca naticn-2. 
policy no hswe never hitd an objective of invading Cuba* V-v 
have an objective of eaintaiuirtg peace in the Caribiea::. 
c?' protecting the United States and honoring our treaty 
obligations under both the U1I Charter and the Uio Pact* 

I5u* GLAEIC: X thinlr you rould agree, though, that 
vre were pretty close to a decision on possible invasion 
of Cube at one point, reren't zo? 

ISZ. GZLPATSZC: It \rae one of the courses of action 
that obviously casne up for consideration if the Soviets 
had not backed docm cud reiuoved at least the sost 
threatening of the offensive vrenpons that ve found there 
had been introduced surreptitiously and by deceitful 
means prior to the 14th of October, 

SHI. CLARK: And it is a course of action rhich *iil now 
be closed to us if the Soviets do carry out their pledge 
to remove all offensive weapons? 

LS. GILPiiTIlIC: The Castro problem we had before - 
the Soviets decided to establish a major military base 
in Cuba and vc ^£11 have the problem after the Soviets 1 
base is zenxoved* 

EH. SGAL1: £Jr. Secretary- soroe persons have said that 

the Adninistration was just late ia tracing up to the fact 

that these nissiles were th^re f that actually they wore there 

far lbtt<roA them. &vx>*iml$t&li&oupf &f<f*r3*pca tc believe. 
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L5JI. GILPATEIC: Ho., because Z feci we have hcd accc-c«s 
to the icost effective intelligence iscnas that have yet been 
developed, to my Smew ledge at least. 17e actec* immediately 
upon the receipt of intelligence that the missile bases 
were installed. There was a great deal of concealment, a 
great deal of secrecy about the introduction of those 
weapons. The actual preparing of the sites and the placement 
on then of these weapons took place very ciuielsly and 2 
belie vo that we acted as quickly as we could. 

Now as bearing on that it is soot important to reaenber 
that for our allies to stand with us as they did so 
effectively in the 0£S^ as well as the support which we have 
since received froa our^jbther allies in KATO and elsewhere 
throughout the world, we had to have a hard case, we had to 
have good evidence of this threat and without the fcind of 
photography which our surveillance planes caac through with, 
beginning with the 14th of October, I doubt that we would have 
had this support and that we could have been as effective in 
our policies. 
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MR*' £CAU: Hov: ions do you thini: ^r. Seers tary these- 
medium-range missiles were in Cuba before we spotted them? 

KR. GILPATRIC: Well all I know is our photography at the 
end of August, as the 'resident has pointed out, die not disclose 
any of these missiles and therefore our assumption is that 
some time between the end of Ausust and the 14th of October they 
were brought in or at least they were brought out into the open 
in the erection process and the placement of the missiles on the 
sites where we first observed them. 

MR. CIARK: Of course those first pictures which x«ere made 
public by the Pentagon which wers taken, I believe* on October • 
14 showed that these bases were almost completed. Now doesn't 

*»r 

this indicate there was a~lac in cur aerial survey, that there 
was a period of perhaps a couple of weelcs where ouraerizl ins ps eels 
'was inadequate? 

MR* GILPATRIC: The first pictures, as I recall, at San- 
Cristobal were of only one or two sites, one of which was only 
partly completed, and only bad pari of the equipment on it. 

Now we subsequently throusfc' the extension of our surveillance 
during the week after the l*Jth did pic!: up additional sites * How 
fast those were brought in, how much before construction was 
under way and during a period I might say when our surveillance 
was hampered by bad weather, I don't thini: we will ever lenov; 
exactly the exact sequence of events during those ci:: weeks from 


the end of iitrsts yntilT&rf 'midair of Ssrffeier. 
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tm. SCfci^f. &H.f4 8 KS*& 14* -4t|jl4^ble that the rapidity 
with which we did spot these medius: ranee oisciles' stopped the 
Soviets in mid-sea from bringing their longer range missiles 
into Cuba? 

KR. GILPATRIC: That is another enigros v:e may never have 
the answer to. V/e do knot: that after our limited quarantine 
was imposed beginning following the President's statement en the 
22nd of October, a number of Russian ships turned back, including 
at least two ships that had large hatches and holds sufficient to 
accommodate missiles, so we assume — in fact I believe there 
were further raissiles on there way over when we announced our 
decision to apply the quarantine measure. 

MR* CLARK: Mr. Secretary, much has been said about the 
threat of nuclear war that" hung over the world during this 
period. Do you thinic we were ever at the brink of war with 
the Soviets? 

MR. GILPATRIC: Here was a situation where the two great 
thermonuclear powers of the world were in direct confrontation 
over a major issue* something: that, as the President pointed 
out in his statement of October '22, was a new departure from any 
move the Soviets had nade before • They had never attempted to 
brins as clc e to the shores of the United States the existence 
ot their strategic weapons. Obviously under those circumstances, 
very grave consequences could have ensued had not the Soviets 


backed doun. 


»• ••• •# ••• • • •• •• * 

« o • • • ••• • • * 

9 009 • 9 * • »• 

• • 9 • • © ••• • • 

• • ••• • • • •» •• • 


• • • 

• • • o 

• $ • 

909 ft* 


12 


•• •«• • • • •• •• • ••• • ••• ••. 

; : :. : • : : s •• V : ?• ? •• ? • 

• • • 


»a a a a a • • • •* » »» » T 

a I 5 ••• • •*• • • • * 

T-T.. CIAHK: What do you think Khrusnchev 's real motive v.zi, 
in trying to establish these missile bases in Cuba? 

KT1. C-ILPA7EIC :' I can : t read his mind and I have never 
heard any cinslc explanation which would answer all the question;: 
that eight occur to any cf us in analyzing bis actives. Obviously 
he war-, I think, trying to present us with a heightened threat 
for seme purpose, whether to enhance his bargainins position 
over Berlin or in some other of the numerous confrontations we 
have with the Sino-Sovlet bloc throughout the world. We have to 
view the threat of communism in its totality. He Have to regard 
it as an indivisible affair. We have to make all our policy 
decisions in the light_of reactions and counter-reactions and how 
the Soviet moves in this ^rticular instance related to other 
plans they bad I couldn't say and may never know. 

Kit. SCAL1: Do you think that perhaps Kr. Khrushchev Eight 
have decided- on this very chancey maneuver because he realised 
that compared to the United States the Soviet Union is weak in 
its ability to deliver nuclear warheads, on target? 

MR. C-ILPATHIC: I do net regard the Soviets as considering 
themselves weak. tfe do feel we have, as we have stated several 
times during the past twelve to eighteen months, a measurable 
margin of superiority in strategic weapons. Khrushchev, we 
think, knows that and while our intelligence is not precise 
enourh to put a pair of calipers on the margin of the superiority 
we enjoy, ipj%V & j?R#.ss» e l»,335ad fetfc* $$» tbini: that he had wo 
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improve his strategic posture but in my own nine: the military 
equasion was not altered, the military equasion between 
the Soviets and the United States, by the bringing closer to 
our shores of these raLesiles that previously had been ranged 
against us, or longer range missiles of the same weapon -carry ins - 
capacity at longer range. After all, the Soviets have 
missile-bearing submarines. Those submarines can reacb our 
shores and warheads comparable to those that would have been 
borne by these missiles could be struck from submarines off our 
shore. So that I don't believe there was any major change .in 
the o\ r er-all military equasion as a result of this particular 
deployment. L^ 

KR. CLA.RK: Do you "think then that we have over emphasized 
the danger of these medium range missile bases in Cuba? 

MR. GILPATHICs Not at all. I think the presence of the 
missiles there, in this contest of this being the first time 
the Soviets had ever put any such weapons outside their own 
immediate territory and in a situation where they might not 
always be able to control them, where you had a mush snorter 
warning peric*! and where the effect on the Latin American countrie 
as well as on ourselves in the Western Hemisphere was very de- 
stabilising — it changed the Juxtaposition of these arrays 
of power., so I think it was of major importance, of great danger 
to us but £ ctej't.&siiGva.t&at.wg w»y& under any greater 

• « « • • •«.« • ■ * • • ■ ■- • • • • 

threat f rosace *SoAet •Snlbn's : pfe?eV : taSe» in its totality after 


i m Z mm m •#• • •• • • • • 

IIS • ••• • • • • • • • • 

thic than v:e were before. It v/ae simply an ciercnnt c£ 
flexibility introduced into the poorer equation that the 
Soviets bad not heretofore possessed, 

H&. CLARK: Kr. Secretary, a private British study this 
ueeh estimated that the United States has sis: times as irany 
intercontinental cissileis as the Soviet has* Does that 
sound about right to you? 

EL* GILPATHIC: I couldn't cons-est on the arithnetic* 
As 7 s*.id before , vq hax'e 5 laargin of superiority rhich v>e 
think is ample to ^llcr; xcr the fact that ve do not posture 
our strategy on the surprise attach and therefore ve have* 
to alv/ays have, in cv judgment at lenst, always should 
have to have, a real c£|£in of strength in the strategic 
delivery area, 

US, SCALZ; 15- % Gilpatric, you were the first 
Administration spol;et,*aan to lay dcrjn the thesis that even 
if the Soviets trcre to try a sneak nuclear attack against 
us, 770 srould not only survive it. but ^ould have enough 
to virtually ?/ipc out the Soviet Union in a retaliatory 
blor;. 

Is this still true- and do you think that tlJLs could 
have been a factor in Premier Khrushchev's decision to pull 
out the cissiles froir. Cuba? 

IS. GZLPATHIC: 2t seeits to as iron the Ecviet 
actions t^V*&^5*»Wfirt% 25 $7$ aactficSf.tfcat; cipher one 
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nuclear bio;? of such proportions nc to make that possibility 

unacceptable to any rational national leader, I think he 

realises that, I think his statements both publicly cad sonte 

of those which perhaps have not been 

published indicates a realization on his part of the dangers 

of setting in train any sort of a series of military 

actions which could scale u? to a point where one side 

or the other vzouid feel it necessary to use the full 

measure of its nuclear power. But I think our .margin is 

sufficient and I think our national policy will continue to 

be as it ha3 been now in our long-range planning, of 

Mr* ilcllamara • s five-year force program, it is 

founded on tho basic cardinal premise that we must keep 

that margin at all;fcimes no isatter what the Soviets do. 

£21* 3C£I*I: ££:• Secretary, we are about to close down 
the American missile base in England. Is it possible that 
we might consider or might close down the American missile 
base in Turkey and/or in Italy ~ not because the Soviets 
demand it as part of any deal, Vat because the missiles 
there might be getting obsolescent? 

LSI. GILTATE2C: We don f t contemplate closing down 
any of our foreign bases or overseas bases ♦ The removal 
of the Thorc in the case of the UK bases is a matter cf 
substituting one type of weapon for another ♦ The British, 
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the UK Valiant faonbsr force will be able to cover the 
targets teat; are assigned to the* Ui: force.:, — they end other 
e;:t ems lly -applied strategic weapons — to a poiau where* 
the rurioval of tixe Thors, the piiasinj out of t^c Thors 
will not again affect the total military equation. 

But I don't believe that we arc cotnz to change our 
present strategy of having nany points £ros: which we can 
defend ourselves if n-aed be with nuclear weapons* 

121. GU&£: You arc sarins our missile bases in Turkey 

# 

are still a I'sluable part ci our nissile defenses* even 
though we have adequate Polaris and ICSU's? 

L2:. GILPATKIC: Zrconsidsr ail the bases we have 
today as iaportant to us. Kow that doesn't mean that there 
will net co^e tines when tcc woa : t Eocsraiss our weapons in 
different areas, where re won't substitute* hnv^ different 
coiibixir.uionr: of forces., but as of no:?, our wSiole 2I&TG bas*5 struc- 
ture is the foundation of our planning both as a — 
as cur national forces and the K&TO forces and therefore 
we have no thought of giving up any of osr overseas bases. 

12* CLJtVtlZz Do you anticipate that the Jupiter 
missiles in Turkey n-ijjht he replaced by a core sodern type 
of r:issile? 

JS # G2L?A7ISiC: I an not in a pesition. to say what 
will be done with the Jup iters. The Jupiters today are 
asoi^ed atdgoiSs *Li4a ^e # ka£lLo:i S^ci^sx^oasi^ility 
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of the military to take out in the case of a strike. If there 
are other means at some stage oz tailing cai'e of those sane 
targets, we cay sake sons different distribution or deployment , 
but as; cf no*?, vq need all the v/eapons j78..fc.nv.Q .deployed* 

ES, SCALI: Er. Secretary, both President Kennedy 
and Premier Khrushchev in their exchange of letters said 
that the Cuban crisis demonstrates anes the urgent need for 
some kind of trustworthy disarmament ♦ Bo vie have any 
ne\7 proposals in this connection ^hich ?;c might offer? 

!3t« GXLPATSIC: I do not know of any new proposals 
tfhich have been generated out of this particular esperiencTs. 
After all vie are not .even out of this one yet* However, 
our Arms Control and Disarmament Agency and the 
other elements in government v/hich cork on this t?hole 
question of arms control are constantly considering hou 
we can move on toward the goal that ue have as a national 
objective, which is at some stage «— it may not seem very 

realisable in the immediate future — of general disarmament. 

« 

£nd doubtless in connection with forthcoming disarsaneat 
sessions, wo will be reviewing our proposals and there 
say be some variations in what we have heretofore put on the 
table with the Soviets. 

KR. SCALI: tfhst have we learned about our ability to 
deploy forces and weapons as a result cf the Cuban crisis? 

fi&. £PP£3?€$r a •$? •kflve. ^e-Leqp^dj^ lesson that we cust 

• ° •• • © •«• •«•«•*• o • 

• • • «•• « « C « c T • • « O 

•• •©» e • * •« ee e ec« • e«« e« 


fl ft • • O ••• • • • • • • • • 

;• •©• •• ••••••••••• o •«• •• 

never .'forget in this tine in history and that is the 

importance of quicU reaction, the ability ox icovin~ fast 
and aot having the hind of delcj-s for ess sale that tools 
place v:hen re sc-veci forces into Lebanon r. mzsucr of years 
e^o. or that the British and the French encountered in the 
Sues e;:perience. Us are ia a far hotter position today than 
w ever r;ere, 2nd I thinh this Cuban experience sbo?:s it. 
to organise and dispose of our forces in very fast fashion, 

t&. SC£LI: Were you generally satisfied with the 
speed of our buildup and our movement of forces? 

IS. GIL?£T2IC: v;q are never satisfied, because we 
never go it completely 'right. We learned a nusiocr cf lessons 
iron uhich wc cill profit. You try to looh at the bright 
side of these things as trell as the socber side and I thinh 
the Eilitary conanand tyould acrce ^ith xne that ve have 
learned a lot froa this exercise that vq trill now srind 
into our procedures, and I feel that our forces did a 
splendid job, all of tbes. Of course the principal 
burden fell upon the Navy, plvfe the technical consand of 
the Air Force, 'out the preparations that vqvq Isid are 
general worldwide alert. The uovezsent of our forces to be 
ia z position if need be to tahe stronger military action 
was done in a ?:sy that gave us all a good dcsal of 
satisfaction. 

££• :&££:& . kri'lowtsshrr tfc't/ait; to set 70'^ vieus 
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en the seS&tolseS^itfe^ India and 

Red China ♦ Do you thinu \7C might eventually have to supply 

troops as well as arms to India? 

&B f . G2LP£TniC: X as not qualified to discuss tint 
issue as fully as others night bo, I have beea pretty 
well-preoccupied this past week with what is happening 
down la the Caribbean* But you oust renesbcr in the 
context of your question that the Indians have a very larr^e 
and well-trained anuy with strong traditions freia the 
earlier days of their association with the British and I 
believe that they will be able to render z pretty good 
account of thei^elves If they are pressed further by the 
Chinese Communists • 'z . " 

US* SCALI: For crsanple, sir, do you thini perhaps we 
might need core jet transports to help transport weapons 
faster to places like India? 

E£, GELPATniC: We have a najor buildup going on in our 
air lift program as a part of the budget last year and our 
f crthcosin?5 budget which, will be presented to Congress 
the first of the year. We will continue to provide 
increasing cumbers of Ions-range aircraft for carriage 
both of soldiers, forcec, and people, as well as of 
.equipEeat, It is a very inoortact factor in this quiefc 
reaction that 1 spolse of. 

EE. CLASS: One quick final quostieas Hot? about that 
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defense: btld£«t tint" i$#£rcten%tft :eQ3c£*esfe:nc:;t ycnr f is 
it couig to be bigger than tiiis year? 

HE. GUPATEIC: It will not be 227 iecc, but I doa 1 ': 
thinfc tho Cuban crisis cs such hac change*; the requirement 
upwards, I thinh te've get a Ions tics ahead t/Iiezi re sre 
going to have to cs lata is s large nilitary establishment 
2or the protection of this country* 

VC, CL4RZX: 2r. Secretary, our tise is Just about 
up. 

Thanh you very much. Secretary Gilpatric s for being 
rith us today en ICSICS AED £ESiZ23S. 

TEE AIETCUKGSS: This hss been another in <23C : s 
newfc-nakiog series which brings you the ensrers to the 
issues of today* J~ 

IJe-st week at this esse tice our guest will be 
Congressonn-elect .Robert Taft« Jr«, Republican froa 0&io. 
Pc hope that you will be with us, 

ZSStnES £ED A23T7E2S is produced by Peggy tSh9don # 
Directed by Frank Ford. L presentation of A3C Hews* 
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